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BEFORE THE
[ LLI NOI S COMMERCE COWMM SSI ON

I N THE MATTER OF: )

)
| LLI NO S BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
(SBC I LLINOI'S) and COMCAST PHONE )
OF ILLINO S, LLC )

) No. 04-0359
Joint Petition for Approval of )
Second Amendment to the )
I nt erconnection Agreement dated )
March 30, 2004, pursuant to )
47 U. S.C., Section 252. )

Chi cago, Illinois

June 2nd, 2004
Met pursuant to notice at 10: 00 a.m
BEFORE:
MR. JOHN RI LEY, Adm nistrative Law Judge.
APPEARANCES:

MR. JAMES A. HUTTENHOWER,

225 West Randol ph Street,

Chicago, Illinois 60606,
appeared for Illinois Bell

MS. BRANDY D. B. BROWN,

160 North LaSalle Street,

Chicago, Illinois 60601,
appeared for Comm ssion Staff.

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by
Teresann B. G orgi, CSR
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JUDGE RI LEY: Pursuant to the direction of the
I1'linois Commerce Conmm ssion, | now cal
Docket 04-0359. This is a Joint Petition between
I[Ilinois Bell Telephone Conpany (SBC Illinois) and
Concast Phone of Illinois, LLC, for approval of the
Second Amendnment to the Interconnection Agreement,
dated March 30, 2004, pursuant to 47 U.S.C., Section
252.

Counsel for SBC, an appearance,
pl ease.

MR. HUTTENHOWER: James Huttenhower,
H-u-t-t-e-n-h-o-w-e-r, 225 West Randol ph Street,
Suite 25D, Chicago, Illinois 60606.

JUDGE RI LEY: And Staff appearances?

MS. BROWN: Brandy D.B. Brown, on behalf of the
I'1'linois Conmmerce Comm ssion, 160 North LaSall e,
Suite C-800, Chicago, Illinois 60601.

JUDGE RI LEY: Thank you. And have either of the
parties been contacted or in touch with the CLEC in
this matter, Concast?

MS. BROWN: No.

MR. HUTTENHOWER: | have not.
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JUDGE RI LEY: Not hing from Staff?

MS. BROWN: Staff has not.

JUDGE RI LEY: Then, we were proceed as we have
convened here now. And as is customary in these
matters, | turn to Staff and ask, has a verified
statement been filed in this matter?

MS. BROWN: Yes.

Staff has filed, what has been marked
Staff Exhibit 1, the Verified Statement of Q n Liu,
stating that there is nothing discrimnatory or
not hi ng agai nst the public interest found in this
Agr eement .

And subject to usual post approval
requi rements, specifically, amending the tariff to
i nclude the negotiated Agreement and filing the
verified statement with the Chief Clerk of the
Comm ssion, we move for the adm ssion of Staff
Exhi bit 1, the Verified Statement of Qn Liu, to the
record, as it is found on the e-docket, previously
filed May 10th, 2004, and bearing Tracking Nunber
46829.

JUDGE RI LEY: Thank you. And is there any
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objection from SBC with regard to the adm ssion of

Staff Exhibit 1 into evidence?

MR. HUTTENHOWER:

JUDGE RI LEY: St af f

No there is not.

admtted into evidence.

(Wher eupon, Staff's
No. 1 was adm tted

evi dence.)

Exhibit 1 is, therefore,

Exhi bit

into

JUDGE RI LEY: I's there anything further from

Staff?

MS. BROWN: Not hi ng further.

JUDGE RI LEY: From SBC?

MR. HUTTENHOWER:

Not hi ng further.

JUDGE RI LEY: Then, | direct the Court

to mark this matter

heard and taken.

HEARD AND TAKEN

Reporter



